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The Family Relationships Project consisted of a 
three-year investigation of individuarl and family devetlopmenti From 
the fir^t yeair sample, ^120 subjects were selected from 3 age groups 
!f»a9s 22, 2'« , and 26) and 2 role groups (single and married without 
chiiaren) ; for an examination of^ the validity of the Faoilf , 
Relationships Interview (FRI) • Subjects cothpleted, among other 
measures/ the FRI and Ipevinger^s sentence comjpletion Task;- The PRl«s 
family aevelo^)ment stage scores,^ with a possible range of stage one 
Ihierarchichal parent -Chi Id relationship) to stage six (peer-like 
rep^ationshit)) , ranged froff stage two to a transitipn between stages 
fojir. and five. Marital status was the most powerful predictor of 
stage scores for the mother and the father. Analyses also yielded a 
main ;eff ife^^^ age and an age by ^ex Interaction effect for stage 

score§ wi|rh the mother. Data from the 60 women subjects revealed a 
sighif icanC^^ielationship between toevinger's ego development stage 



scores an#%Jl stage scores. Subjects with, higher FRI scores were 
more, likely to give permission for the release of FRI questionnaires 
io their parents. Fihisings provided support for the validity .'of the 
jPI.. (Author/NRB) % 

■/ 
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What Is the developmental history of caring and caretaklng relatibnships? 
Whats is the jprocess by which cared for infants 'develop into caretaklng adults? 
As yet there is little ! evidence^ available for answering such.ques^ioriar. Surely 
the goal of cdc^eptuallzlng attachment as a life span deve:j.6pmental process 
(Antonucci^ 19(16) must include notions of attachment as a reciprocal process 



which un^ergoe 
felatioinship t 
In the Family 



qualitative changSl as the individuals inyc|lved in the attachment 
ems elves undergo qualitative changes in psychological fij^nctioning. 
elatldnships Project, we are trying to conti^ibute a' f ew' piec 
to' the puzzle by stt^dying relationships between young adults and their parents. 



There^ is some research in reciprocity in parent-child relatidnships during 
the infan^ear 3. (Beil^ ^971; Harper Kagan, 1971), There is also some 

^ ireisearch on relationships between aglz^g parents and their xdiddle-aged children 
(e.g., Hartup & Lempers, 1973) ^ ^ Hovjreveri/ there is. little widerice con^ 
reciprocity in parent-child tela|:i^^^ during the middle of the life span ' 

Most of the ayiiilable work fofcixse^ either/on continuity of values or attitudes /; 
jacross the g^eratlons (e.g . , Fengleor , 1973) or psychopatfiology in 'parent-child ' 
relationships (see Blller '& Davids> ^1973) . ' ^ 

I . Overall,) research concerning development during the early and ^middle adult 
lyfears is scanty (Neugarteii, 1974; Troll, 1975)\ Research on adolescents is more 
^l^extensiye but within that literature, consideration of adolescent fam'lly relation 
ships .is limited and jrends to focus on negative interactions. There is some 
evidence that as sdme young people\go of f to college* get Triarr'ied, ot have child- 
ren, relationships wl^th their parents change - of ten in the direction of greater 
junder standing and ^tolerance. - There is also some evidence that qualitative 
bhanges in the wkys ^Ividuals conceptualize. about themselves, interact with , 
bthers , and makd judgments concerning ethical issues , can take place dur ing 
^he early adult' years. ^ The principal question being asked in the Family 
Relationships P^ojpt is: i^e ^ \ young adults who have 

^ed into positive forms .of rec^lprocal caring relationships with their parents 
functioning at higher stages of ethical, psychosocial, arid ego development 
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in comparable 
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'82|ups of young people Vho have not entered into such relation- 
repfort we will present preliminary data about both family 
ges^and ego 'developmental^ stages in 'a sample of yoting adult 



SubjWts 
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Istudy 
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br purposes of the present report, we selected 120 men and women from a 
sample of oyer 300 subjects participating in a three year mixed design 
cotnbinl^' longitudinal and cross-sectional components) being', supported by 
ioiiial listituce of Mental Health. These 120 men and women were drawn in 
bers from three age groups (22, 24, aind 26) and two marital status 
linglej and married. without children) • Almost all subjects Od2) are 
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UvJig In serrate dwellings from ^thlir par^^^ Fiity-ni^e of these' subjects * 
» have been living Indep^etxtiy ,of ^thlir parents fprl^ years or. mdre. ^".^^"^ • 

, - Although ail siibjectsVare white- S^nd' the sample iii largely middleVlass 
.we have been able, to^.a^hieve some .breadth on a nLberV dLoLaphic^Seas!* " 
Seven subjects (5.8Z) had completed oriiy high school oE - technLar school? ihile. " 
on the other end of the, .educational' coWlnuum, slxteen\subjedt^ <13.3Z) - had ' : 
aTi"oJ A-maj^riEy of subjects (^4. or. SlLeZ) had completed 

L \ u °*!*V^^^,°^;J^':^"C some graduate education*. , FortyUfive subjects, 
were either full- or;part time students Wt - the time of their Interview ^ ' 




^..h ^^"^''P'^^^Sly. among W suijjects' parents are many mothers '^id fathWs 

the;b^ children's - although the^opposite \ -> • 
pattern^ holds as weU. Fifteen, fathers (1?.5Z) and IZ gipthers .dOZ) had failed 
to complete^ high school. Twehty-eight 'fathers (23.22) arid 43 mothers (35.82) ' 
had. finished^only high school or technical school. On t:he'upp^ level of 
m^lViV^ :^ f*'=?ff%(24.2Z) and 20 mothers (16.7Z) had a graduate degree. ' 

?Q -were involved iA skill^ed. semi-skilled or unskilled 

labor, 29 (24.22) were in th^higher level professions^ . 

■: Most of our iubjecTts, come from Intdct homes. Ninety sets of 

wferer still in«ir.*«l and living' together. Eleven subjects O.H) % 

w^ .divorced or separated, ' Eighteen subjects (15.02)' had los " 

parents. Most parents had,provide4 s©me sort of religious upb 

-children. Forty-seven subjects (3.9.22) were reared in Catholi 

weire reared -in; Jewish homes; an4 23 (19,22) were reared in Pro* 

Although w6 do not have data on curreh't rallgious status for al:]?^ 

(432) reported that they were non-practiclig,> agnostic,' or a'thfeis 

■ ■ ; • -^J . ■ ■ ... • ^ 

Measures •. . . , / ",r . 

'■■ ' ■ ' / ■■ ■■' . '-/^ '■■ ^ . 

. .^'^^^^^i^^^ V'^i'^±c±pated in approximately 25j,hputs of iriteifviewlng- -. liiclud- 
ing White s Family Relationship Interview, Marcia 's Ego Identity -Staaitiinten^iew. 
Orlofsky s Intimacy Interview, and Selman's Perspective Takirig Int^rv'lM. Subjects 
also completed approximately Zh hours. of questionnaire measures inteqS to- t^p 
the same basic areas as the interview^ - i.e., individual 'developmenr^Smily- 
relationships, and dyadic interactions. Only two measures will be disais^ed here - 
me Family Relationshii^s Interview- and Loevinger 's -Sentence Completion Task. 

>' T>ie Family Relationsh ips Interview (FRiV . ' DPVP^npo<^ spec'iflcally for the 
purposes, of th investigation, the FRI is a semi-structured int^iew covering 
four areas - current interactions^ resolution of differetices of opiniori, advice- 
giving, and<;caretaklng. In each of these, areas, subjects are asked open-ended . ' 
^questions aI?out their current tfelationships with their parents, changes i.-; ' the 
relationship over tlmte, their view of their parents, their parents' view of them, ' 
and the specific behaviors that oliaracterize interaction. ' 

\ . ■ . • ■■ ... . , ■ i • ■ . ■■■■■ ■ I ■ 

Each area of the interview is "scored separately for ^the deve^-opmental stage 
of the relationship with' the mother and with the father! The stage storing • 
system ranges ftom a totally unlndividuated hierarchical relati(^iiship at Stage 1 
to a totally mutual pe6r-like relattionship.at itage 6. With the inclusion' of 
transitional stages, the stage scoring systai converts to a scale scoring system 
with a potential range of 1 to 11. J - ^. - 
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^ . .What is-uriique about ouj scoring system is. chat wl^at is being scored is not 
Lt2lf J^Jr'^ °' individual, >t a deVefbpmUardL^acte?- 

ir^ ^ P P^ceived by 'one party.^o that: relationship.: There " 

are thrw major cone e^tuaf coa^ponents undet-lyingr the scoring of the relatiottshib^ 
..young ,adult ancf parpnt .in4iv;Lduation; young aduit a^d paren? rolfe-'L^^ and 

• ^Sride^J ^P^rent mu,tdaW. A detailed scoring manual ^s beSg^ eloped. " 

research assistaj^t already has be^ achiev.ed-. A brief summary of Ih^ defining . " 
characteristiics of each ^ta^e :is providerii^.Tabie I, ' T^Sr/bnly tS^^^^Lt- 
. interactions pprfi'ou; ,the FR;,,ha3 be^en transctili4tand scored and^t is theS 
scor^S'^that^ were.used for the,^^l^^^^^ pape^!^ • 

•rnni"S!I?f.^T^f;^°°^Hir^ q^^^i3^i4ll^evinger's 36-itaa S^tence ' " 

^^^^^^^^i'^^^^f^'"^^^ i3 the,a^,jxmptidn^t there are VpotentSlly " 

^^^f ^11 individuals proceed 

stag«9, ..The stag^ at which an i&dividual stops in ' the^ sequence is 
-ScluJln ° l»pli«^atioM<.fbr: a number .of^^^^ of ego developmLt ! 

•^nc^^S^r"^''l?-?^^^f""?"^^^^ and interper^lnar style. Response^ to the 36 
l^i^-^^^"^^^^-^ ''^''"^ used ta determine the predominant or . 

• f ^r-tirSJ f characteristic of :fche respondent. Although arguing 
S^yl^ rJn^^l-?- Loevinger measure, ■HausLu*. 

- Snlf^ "?° ■^''v*^ interscor^r reliability. - Hauser warns" against expecting • 

JtSt" 0^^^^^^ development' stages and_ other variables. determine 

lo \^^n^^ "J .is. co^ec t in assuming' that the stag es correspond 
cV.,w. — d «^l«"«e*>pes, we need, according, to Hauser. stageSpecific ' 
Jtudie^i^.g . , studies designed to determine the correlates of ' particular 
r^^owf the present study, we are bptjh administering the Sentence y - 

So'ietw^^n f'M^^'^f'^^i^^' etetmiriing the conceptual and empirical bver^^ 
lap between Loevinger's measure aftd ours. ^ - ^ 

pen 2f,^V^ ^ provide^ a summa-ry of the conceptual par'^allels between Loevinger 's 

al^SS'^'r'S'" ^"^ "^''"'" ^^''y relationship stages. Crucial to oS 
data anai^sfes .is the assumption that the achieVement of LoS^lhger 's Stage 3/4 " 
oS^rf ' the beginn.ing of the ability to taS a'third person 

3 be-necessary but not sufficient fir achievement of FRI Stage. 

^ ^J^^"^^'^*^"^^'"^^ =ho« some perspective on the 

lllT^i rZ\l^T. nonspecif ic perspective taking ability would ^ ■ 

precede the abUity to apply that perspective to emotionally-laden, personally 
involving relationships with parents.'; We da not predict a linear Relationship 
h.etween;:h,e^two measures beyond FRI Stage 3,. because at that point furthS progress 
"SSScelJ S! "^5"=' View the parent as moving .toward, 'ecognition'nd ' ' 
wKpS . 5. J!.^^^^^*'-*^'*" individual. a^ult. We assume there^ay be cases 
whete the individual ego development of the subject proceeds, but the relatioS 
ship with the parent is "stuck" because of parentaf .characteristics . T 

Procedures 

Project participants were recruited thorough advertisements in: several ,news- 
papers, on <the radio, and on bulletin boards in a variety of^penjirkets and 
slailar^ establishments/: Individuals interested in the* p^oHftTLSe^ rbrief^ 
form with their telej^hone numbers to the project staff , aiid then v4re called and 
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vfigreeing tb participate.. ' ' ' V f' " all respondent 

tral«fJ^^«l'^^" ^''5^*'^^"^ inlape-recorded individual Intenri^s with a 

agre^ and JSvISd us^^^ ''^ '^^"^■^ P^'^"^' Subjects either. 

cLsent TorS ^icat^z^^^^^^ checked, a box on the Informed 

parents ^^^l""^^ they did not «ant a questionnaire mailed to their ' 
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RESULTS. 



4/5 <^^^n:^^T^^XtZ /-«-^-^"-^?8-2.t.-St^ 
>f o, ^ther Melded statJinc 1^ signi^L^rS^?^^^^ . 

^m^'S^t^^^-r' hUy ^o^e^ftedV.':?^: aSJ^K ^ . 

ae^elVj!! J^Ji^»^^ the . 05 . 

oatSrS'^?" " FRI stage-score with mother, only ^^"ublects showed'a ■ ^ 
.. pattern inconsistent with our notion dhat a Loevinger'.score of 3/4 would be - ' 
^ISS^^.^f ""1'""^='^'^- ''"^ FRI score of 3 Tl^t is/ only t^ woml. had 
(See Sbfe °' Of while having a score b;.low 3/4 on tS Loe^Sr 

eaual n.™L7 ■ -^u^^ about 
equal numbers^ spordd 3 a.nd higW or^ 2/3 and lower on tlie FRI . " • aoout . 

' oro.e^.fSr''^ ffur ability *o predSlct'FRI scores, we asked our selves what other 
iJve on LoSJ^ "^- T^' ^l'ili'=7- t6. demonstrate the/third. person^perspec^ 

Cr!„!^.^^^^ "-^ ^"^"P^"^"" "ight cont.rib|ite to a young Soman's 

|erspecc^ve aj a parent, particularly. o« her mother. We reasoned tSt ent^ibg 

c^mhara! "^ri^^ f this' function. To test this hypotheses we . 

compared jingle and married woa^tti scoring 374 and above on the LoSinger to< sle' " 

h^orheLra"Lr'"'°"' ConsistSrS?";ur . 

mS! r t ^'^""^ ^'^^y^^^ (Table A-) indicated that the married women -were 
?Sr.w '' ^ ""^se 3 /(perspective on mothj) W above/ wSSas 

the single women were Acre likely to score at, 2/3 ^nd below. (-X^- 13 8 7 .11^^1 , 
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3ub1eLt/Sn rh^c!"' comparison of LoeVlnger and Fid stage scores by. iegrouping 
Sis rw ' " above on the FRI ckndicating a participant 

tS 2rtS^in^^. S'-f ''"^ J^^^^S ^o beJSie co pu5.. thLselves ^to 

^^^^^-^^^^'^ ^"^^e the pWicipant reports havlnz 

Sr^rn^'^S'^aM.'f ^"rf.^^-'r -^^^^^--^^e process. irmu^uSr^s 
. can -be seen In Table t, only«;.4 of the i^omea scoring at Loevinger- staze 3/4 and- 

mSital'sS^^rf ^ 3f '«<i abov.e. Whe^ we .breaf ?S sl^'ple Wby 

^Jov?L SJJ find/that 14 o£ the 15 sub jects. scoring 3 /^^n^ 

aoove pn both measuijes are m^rriea, , . ^ * -'/jr auu 

."" ' , ^ ' .7| • •■ ' '■■ , ' y 

naire°5^^^ -° f^i**'^;^^ women and32^men give us permission to send question- 
naire versions of -Che FRl CO their parents'. Out of this group .of parents 16 
cans?!r ^ "turned completed questionnaires lo us . To Je^emine t<e 

n^rpoK^*"! betye^ our participants' viev^of.,ciieif relationships with cSS 

SrtJciSnf S""' ^^"^^J^^ relationship, we^computeS the corrStion 
fS^^.^ ^^i^"*" ^"''^ mo ther-and father, atid mother's and father's/ 

^tVand a"moi2^1'?:!r- "^^^ participant t 
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' c^n h!^!J ^ developmental, history o^ .intrafaiailial caring Feiationships ^ 

-wSch Jt^^t ? """^ P"^"^ i"«i8hts inL Che exc^nges ' 

r i P " generations. Our data indicate that during the early 

and middle tventies. many ^ung people ., especially unmarried young pSfle - Se * 
very involved in issues of individuation and are only beginning to see°' their 
beL'LV l^^llT histories.\otLations. and c^s- for_ 

J : ■ '^t ?"vP^ studied, the married women seemed to have a grScer 
?W -^^ themselves -in che shoesrof others ^ in^Muding cheir mothers L . 

* ^""^ """^"i 54preover, across che chree age groups , >^e ^ung women 

showed more movement from lesser to greater perspective, on ch;ir paSnts than 

. did Che young men, whose responses vere more stable across che age grodps. ■ 

" We assume -and our data seem consistent with chis assumtioA' - chai^y^uhg 
SnfiLr" T "jT^^'^f as separare people,. and begin Co see their^rents as • 
separate people,^before they can perceive any matual recognition on thfe part of- 

. their parents. Although we do not^ have. any direct eopirical support for this ' ' 
perception it is also cl^r that where, mutual recognition and 5knowledg^ent ' 
tL^w separate adults takes pl^ce', the young adults see themselves as . 

iM.^^?' is^.f"°-1he•youn?ad^lt•s perspective, the' child becomes ' ^ 

..4ble co/see the ;parent. as a "real person" and a peer before the par^t-^ecomes 
able to see Che child from such a perspective. ' - ' ' . 

•„T^^^^ ''T^^*^^''^^ ''^P''^^™*^^ a.preliminary step in the construct 

validation of our measure and tl^^^^ the development of caring 

relationsMps. Future analysis of the data, already ob tained will allow us to 
learn more^about our participants' psychu^^logical development, their inter- . 

r^in hopeful that- our data will contribute to che evolution of a view of family " 
development Chat is anchored firml^ in che concepts and findings of developmental • 
psTchology. .Moreover, we hope to obtain a fuller picture of the extent to which ■ 
jdult caring relationships,.extendi^g beyond .the .family of origin reflect^or diverge - 
from relationships .with one's own parentsT • . • • ' 
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\ . - . - GENEIAL SCORING STAGES^- FRI INTERVIEW* 

HIERARCHICAi P-C -RHATIONSHIPS \ S TTAS LITTLE CONCEPTION OF SELF OR P • AS~ 
SEPARATE INDIVIDUALS. NO "EVIDENCE THAT S TREATED AS A' PEER. v . 

. h Igg^MION ON PMT OF S; 'S SEES SELF /AS GROWING DP, BECOMING SEPARATE 
> OWN OPINIONS; SOME ABILITy.TO TAKE CARFQF SELE. THIS IS DONE 

T. IN-HTHriR A POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE FAMILY ATMOSPHERE. ^ 

'••V < . •■ • . ' ■ ■ . 

iiroiVIDUATION PLUS SOME SIGNS TEAT S BEGINNING TO HAVE 
™«r^225w^ ARTICDLAJED) PERSPECTIVE ON P > AND .THEI«& POINTS ^P-VIEW 

' WHERE THE/jt5 "COMING FROM". ' * \ . ■ 

^' ^^I^UATION PLUS PERSPECTTVr: iviDENCE OF INDIVIDUATION PL^^ ABILm TO ^ 
PUT SELF IN5H0ES OF P. -SEE THINGS- THROUGH THEIR EYES. ' ■ ' ^ 

3/4... NOT (MLY CAN S^SEE WHERE P COMING FROM BUT THERE IS SOME EVIDENCE THAT S HAS 
™ WELL; ARTICULATED) "or P's PERSPECTIVES ON S AS INDIVIDUAL. 

50ME' EVIDENCE THAT. p. SEES S AS SEPAEAJE lOTIVIDUAL. ' 

^ ^ ' PLiB^RECmOC ALfPER^PECTIVES . INDIVIDUATED S. HAS WELL DEVELOPED 

vf^M^SZ^ °^ ^ PICTURE OF P VIEW HER/HIM AS AN INDIVIDUAL. 

.^rSL^LL,,^ UNDERSTAND S BfiiNG ABV^ GIVER, CARE GIVER. HAVI^IG OPINIONS 
' TotS'eaS^Sr ™^ LIT^E EVIDENCE' THAT S ANl? P BEHAVE LIKE PEERS 



EVIDENCE THAT AT LEAST IN A FEW. "SAFE" AREAS S AND.P BEHAVE LIKE 
. ■ PEERS • <^ ■ ■ . ■ , . ■ 

- 5. INCIPIENT OR PI^ GMA TIC MUTUALITY . THERE IS EVIDENCE OF PEER-LIKE INTERACTIONS 
BETWEEN AN S P WHO SEE EACH OTHER AS INDIVIDUATED PEOPLE BUT THESE ARE 
EITHER VERY RECENT AND/OR rCONFINED TO RATHER UPERFICIAL OR SAFE AREAS . IT 'S 
A SUPERFICIAL ;0R CAUTIOUS IlEERHOOD AT BEST. 

5/e. THe'^SELATIONSHIP is moving beyond the SUPEIfflCIAL SOR^ OF MUTUALITY IN SOME 
. AREAS . P AND C piS BEHAVE LIKE REAL PEERS . 

6. FULL PEER!-Lm 'MUTUALITY^ V ' 



i 



An 



TABLE 2 
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CQNCgPtUAL Q ^tRlAP. BETWEEN LQEVINGER AND- FRi' STAGES^ ^^' " " 
LQEVINGER STAGES ■ ' ^ ' Pm:iy^^^ ^T^m.u.o nr. 



' SELF-PROtecTIVE STAGE 

CONtftOL * T" 

FIRST PERSON PERSPECTIVE 



TRANSITION 
- RESPE.CT 
GOOD-BA[| DICHOTOMIZING* 



INDIVIDUATION STA GE ' 

TnSEFEnDEnCE — ' — 
.EGOCENTRIC POINT OF VIEW 
RIGHT-WRONG 



conformist stage • 
ini'erest in others. point of- View 
pleasing others 
conformist view * 

LACK OF INTROSPEijTtON 



2/3 TRANSITION 

* TRYING TO .UNDERSTAND PARENTS 

BUT DONE IN STEREOTYP^ TERMS 



1 



3^4 TRANSITION 

, \ A3ILITY TO TAKE TH I RD PER^N 
PERSPECTIVE 

SENSE OF MOTIVES ^ 



. 3 



It^DIVIDUATION. PLUS PERSPECTTVF STAGE 
AblHTY TO PUl SELF IH PARENTS' SHOES 
SEflSE OF MOTIVES FOR PARENT: BEHAVIOR 



3/4 .TRANSITION 



PARENT, BEGINNING TO VIEi/ CHILD AS 
SEPARATE PERSON . ' ' : - ;> 



ERIC 



10 



TABLE 3 



COMPARISON OF MEANS AND ANALYSIS OF VARIAfiCE 

SSffilcI REUTI0NSHIP.S INT;ERVIEW SCALE. SCORE 
WITH MOTHEfR BY AGE. SEX. AND MARITAL STATUS^^ 

A. . MEAN SCALE SCORES 









AGE 




■ • . ) ■ 

■ ' t • 




22 YR. OLDS (N»40)' 


24 YR. OLDS (N=«40) 


26 YR. OLDS (N=40) 




SINGLE 


MARRIED 


SINGLE 


MARRIED 


.SINGLE 


MARRIED 


MftLES ' 
N=60 


4.40 


•5.10 • 


4. w 


5.30 


4.67 


4.70 

• . ■■4' 


FEMALES . - ■ 
N=60 


4.00 

■ ' ■ ■ ! 

1 


4.^3- 

j 


3.80 


- 5.40 


. 4/90 > 


— *— — ' — — — 
6.-10 



MCTUAL,CELL SIZES RANGE FROM 8 TO 10 FRI SCORES PPR Wi i • 
BECAUSE THE MOTHERS OF SOME SUBJECTS ARE DECEASED THE T^^^^ 
NUMBER OF MOTHER SCORES FOR THE SAf^PLE OF 12?^ IS 107. f 



\ 



B. ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE RESULTS 



SOURCE OF VARIATION MEAN .SgUfR^ 



OEGREES OF 
FREEDOM 



F VALUE 



MAIN EFFECTS ' / 

SEX 
• AGE 

MARITAL STATUS 
TOO-';iAY INTERACTIONS 
. SEX BY AGE 



THREE-WAY. INTERACTIONS 

SEJC BY AGE BY MARITAL 
STATUS 



7.38 


1 




• 7.03-/ 


.0005 


'0.09 




■ 1' V 


0.09 


.77 












3.89 






3.71 


.03 


-21.31 




1. 


20.30 


.OOOS 


^3.15 




.■■ 5- ■ 


3V00' - 


■ i-01 ■ 


4.95 




■ 2 ■ ■ 


—4.72 


.01 

/ . ■ 


> 1.21 




1 

0 


1.15 


■ .•29. ,^ 


5 2.22 V 




2 • 


■•:- 2ill ,-. ■ 




1.41 






• 'l.M ■ 


■.27 ■' 


. 1.41- ' 


11 


2'./' ■ 


■I,.' 1*34'. 


• 27 



SIGNIFICANCE OF 
F VALUE 



^.^COMPARISON OF MEANS AND ANAL^IS OF VARIANCE 
OF THE FAMILY R^UTIONSHIPS INTERVI/eW SCALE SCGRE ' • 
WITH FATHER aY'AGET SEX. m 'MARffAL i^^^^^ 



A. M^AN SCA(,E SCORESl 



' 8. 



' m)\les 

. N»60- 



'RE.MA1,ES 
N=60 



■ ■' , ;• : . — 

, V .•; . ■ , . AGE " .■.'j^, ■ ^ < v 

22 YJ?; OLDS.<NM(Jj^ 24 YR. qlos- (N^O) - 26 YR; OLtJS 


SINGLE- 


MARRIED 


[single 


^^aiRR^ED 


SINfili ' 


•< 

MARPTFn 


4.30 ^ 

r 




4.10" 


- 5.33 




; 4.4 




3i 89 . 


4.33 


. '3.80 


ft 38 


4.38 

ft 


5.31 


5 



, • B. ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE RESULTS - v . . " 

SOURCE Of VARIATION : HtAN SQOAReV OEGSE^^Of' •. F VALtlE I SIGNincA,,CE OF 
—-—-——J—. ' ^ ' F VALUE 



^MAiri EFFECTS \ 
.AGE 

^ MARITAL STATUS ^ 
TUO-WAY INTERACTIONS 
SEX BY AGE ' 
. SEX 3Y flJRITAL STATUS 0.63 
; AGE BY MARITAL STATUS 2. 15 
fkREE-WAY. INTERACTIONS v ;0.74' 

• SEX. BY- AGE BY .^tARITAL- 0.74 

-STATUS.^ 



■5.15 

;o.22 

■0.65 
19.23 ' 
1.95 J 
2V37 




.0005 
.61 ' : 
.45 ■ 
.0005 



-.04 
.06 
.38 

.08> 

■ . ^ 
.41 : 

41. 



\ 



TABIDS • 



TASK taSSARY BUT NOT SUFFICIENT 



^: : IS SII0WIN6:%ECTIVE Qfl LOEVINGER'S SEilTW COHPLETIOII 
. : ^ FOR SIIOWING^to^^^ HOTie OH THE, blY RELATIONSHIPS INTERl^IEW?' " 

2)' 'PGES OEING^MARRIED INC^ THE^ilKELIHOOD THAT IIOHEN WiiL Suk pERSPECTlVE TOWARDS. THEIR • 



OISTRIBUTION.OF EGO CEVELOPef STAGE SCORES 

'58 KN) 



LOEVINGER 



FRI 



■ 30' 









mimmi of FAHity RELATii)NSHiPs stage Iscohes of 

AND ME IN 



FRI: 



9 :^ 


20 


21 


' 5' 



X "13.87 p<,00l 



TABU 6 



.1), ARE M IHO SHOW PERSPECTIVE ON ,L0£VI'N6£II' 
IWOOON'TTOflE 

MIONSHIPS M^^^^^ > : . , ; V 

WT UOIfil HILL BE ||j TRimsiTKIll TO A STAGE OF 

: mia respect uiiii theihiiotik ooiie mvi mmmn mmm ■ . ' 



V ^'v V ^^ -y - : 

Dl^TRimiTIOII OF EGO OEVELflPHEfjT STAGE SCORES 



3/41^ 



lOEVINe 



31. 



FRI 



14 ' 


41 


>« 


1 



DISTIIIBUTIOII OF fllHIiy RELATIOIISHIPS STAGE SCORES OF 

SINGLE Alio HARRipiMN SCORING 3/4 AHO ABOVE' 111 : 
EGO DEVELOPNENT (N-55) 

■ FRI. 



mi 



MARRIED 



i; 

1 


- 28 


13 ^ 


.13 

r 



)(^ » 15.«5 p< J01 



15 



16 .. . 



